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I join Governor Allen and all of Virginia in

saluting Andy.
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TRIBUTE TO RAY OJEDA

HON. HOWARD L. BERMAN
OF CALIFORNIA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, May 2, 1995

Mr. BERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I am honored to
pay tribute to Ray Ojeda, a good friend and
the outgoing mayor of San Fernando. Under
Ray’s intelligent and firm leadership, San Fer-
nando has strengthened its ties to the local
business community, paving the way for better
economic times in the city.

Ray also took charge in the aftermath of the
Northridge earthquake, which destroyed or
damaged many buildings in San Fernando.
The mayor provided a steady hand, and
worked hard to get San Fernando its fair
share of State and Federal assistance.

A resident of San Fernando for 18 years,
Ray epitomizes the definition of public servant.
Prior to his election to the City Council in
1992, Ray served as a planning commissioner
and as a member of the Kiwanis Club. In his
public role he has always emphasized the im-
portance of community pride, a message that
has particular application in San Fernando,
where a few years ago gangs and graffiti were
all too common. The recent turnaround is a
testimony to Ray’s efforts.

With two children and several grandchildren,
along with a passion for golf and hunting, Ray
leads an active life outside politics. In addition,
Ray is the owner of Ray’s Window Coverings
in San Fernando.

Mr. Speaker, I ask my colleagues to join me
in saluting Ray Ojeda, businessman/politician/
father/grandfather, who has worked tirelessly
on behalf of San Fernando. The residents are
indeed lucky to have had him as mayor, and
to continue to have him on the city council.

f

75TH ANNIVERSARY OF
EMMANUEL COLLEGE OF BOSTON

HON. JOSEPH P. KENNEDY II
OF MASSACHUSETTS

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, May 2, 1995

Mr. KENNEDY of Massachusetts. Mr.
Speaker, I would like to take this moment to
recognize Emmanuel College of Boston on its
75th anniversary. Emmanuel College was
founded in 1919 by Sister Helen Madeleine
Ingraham and the Sisters of Notre Dame.

As the oldest women’s Catholic college in
New England, Emmanuel College’s mission
has been one of providing women with an out-
standing liberal arts education rooted in
Catholic heritage.

Mr. Speaker, I wish the students, adminis-
trators, faculty, and alumnae of Emmanuel
College a happy 75th anniversary and contin-
ued success in the future.

TRIBUTE TO NANCY DALY

HON. GEORGE MILLER
OF CALIFORNIA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, May 2, 1995

Mr. MILLER of California. Mr. Speaker, last
week I was honored to address the Second
Annual Service to Children Awards Dinner in
Los Angeles, and to present to Nancy Daly
the Lifetime Service Award.

Ms. Daly, the founder of United Friends of
the Children, is one of the most remarkable,
effective and persistent advocates I have ever
known, and she richly deserves this great
honor. I would like to share my remarks with
the Members of the House.

TRIBUTE TO NANCY DALY

I am very honored to make some remarks
this evening, because Nancy Daly is a woman
who sends a powerful message—to Los Ange-
les and to America—about what it means to
dedicate ourselves to children. And I speak
as a member of a profession where proclaim-
ing your concern about children is a require-
ment of membership.

My path and Nancy’s have crossed many
times, including our service together on the
National Commission on Children with Sen-
ator Jay Rockefeller, where she was the
leading proponent for family preservation
programs. But we worked on the same issues
for years before we ever met.

Fifteen years ago, after years of investiga-
tions and hearings, Congress enacted my bill
to reform the national foster care and adop-
tion laws, P.L. 96–272.

It was at that same time that Nancy went
out to visit MacLaren Children’s Center,
never dreaming that visit would change her
life’s work or the lives of so many others in
this city. While I was massaging my col-
leagues in Congress to vote for my bill,
Nancy was shampooing the heads of foster
kids at MacLaren, and deciding that this
system needed change, and that she was the
one to change it.

It was in that same year that Nancy found-
ed United Friends of the Children, that stun-
ningly successful volunteer organization
working with the abandoned and neglected
children of MacLaren, working to improve
the children’s resources, their educational
development, supporting college tuition pro-
grams and providing critical transitional
help from foster care to independence
through creation of low cost housing for
those emancipated from the system.

Throughout the 1980s, Nancy became one of
the premier advocates for family preserva-
tion programs—efforts designed by agencies
and the courts to provide intensive service to
at-risk families to help them work through
serious problems rather than fragmenting, at
great cost to the children and often to the
state as well. She has mobilized the formida-
ble resources of the entertainment commu-
nity on behalf of children’s issues, and is a
vigorous promoter of programs to assure
that children have proper legal representa-
tion in the court system when critical deci-
sions are being made about their placements,
their rights and their futures. And she
played the central role in the creation of the
Los Angeles Department of Children and
Youth to give young people an advocate in
government even though they are too young
to have a voice in its management.

Not bad for a volunteer.
As Nancy was creating and participating in

these, and many more activities, I served as
the first chairman of the Select Committee
on Children, Youth and Families in the Con-
gress, a panel created by Tip O’Neill at my

urging because children simply were not re-
ceiving the special attention they merited in
federal policy. Oh, sure there were edu-
cational laws and health laws, foster care
laws and child care laws: but no one was
looking out for the kids, not for the program
or the bureaucracy or the politics: just the
kids.

And that Select Committee did what it was
supposed to do. We raised the visibility of
children, we held up a mirror to the Congress
and said, ‘‘Like ’em or not, these are Ameri-
ca’s kids.’’ We travelled throughout this
country for eight years, putting children on
the Congress’ agenda: children with disabil-
ities, children without homes, children of vi-
olence, children with AIDS, children in
gangs, children without food, children in
poverty. America’s future. America’s ‘‘most
precious resource.’’ The subject of every
politician’s favorite photo op.

And I think many in Congress were truly
shocked by what they saw: the millions of
children, about to inherit this nation, who
were growing up in Third World conditions,
abused, hungry, violent, with little or no in-
vestment in society or even in their own fu-
tures.

The mission of the Select Committee, you
see, wasn’t to score political points, but—
perhaps naively—to depoliticize children in
the political debate: to make it clear to con-
servative Republicans, Yellow Dog Demo-
crats and Bleeding Heart liberals alike that
you can’t lecture America’s children into
being good citizens, or productive workers or
responsible adults if you ignore their most
basic needs in their formative years.

Children really don’t care if you’re liberal
or conservative, a hard heart or a bleeding
heart. They don’t care if you’re a volunteer,
a case worker, a lawyer, or a congressman.
They know when they’re hurting, when
they’re scared, when they’re hungry, when
they’re confused, and all they want to know
is, ‘‘Are you going to be there for me?’’

And, I suppose, that is what is so terribly
tragic about what is going on in Washington
today. A new political leadership in Con-
gress, which shows no evidence at all of un-
derstanding children or public policy to-
wards children, is putting a torch to most of
what Nancy and I, and many others in this
room and across America, have spent our
lives doing. And don’t get me wrong: I have
no particular concern if someone wants to
rewrite the nutrition, child care, family vio-
lence, foster care, adoption laws I wrote in
the ’70s, ’80s and ’90s—if they want to make
them better.

But let’s not kid anyone: the new congres-
sional leadership isn’t about improving the
system, they are about destroying it, and the
children be damned.

How else do you explain proposals to throw
infants off income assistance because of the
mistakes of their mothers?

How else do you explain $7 billion in nutri-
tion cuts—exposing pregnant women,
newborns and school children to serious defi-
ciencies?

How else do you explain a punitive ‘‘wel-
fare reform’’ plan that puts no one to work,
but deprives five million people of basic as-
sistance—300,000 right here in Los Angeles?

How else do you explain dissembling our
foster care reforms with the result that chil-
dren will be housed in unlicensed homes,
with few if any services to them or their par-
ents, with no legal representation or hopes
for permanent homes?

I remember well in the early ’80s when
David Stockman came before the Budget
Committee and I asked him how, in light of
the uncontroverted evidence that the WIC
program saved babies lives and money, too,
he could justify slashing that program. And
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he replied that he didn’t care whether the
program worked, he just didn’t like it.

Fortunately, at that time, we had a Con-
gress that stood up to such dogma—on a bi-
partisan basis, I might add—and saved effec-
tive programs for children. But those days
are long gone. The new extremist element in
control of the Congress neither understands
the programs nor appreciates their achieve-
ments. With a rhetorical tip of the hat to the
apparently magical capabilities of state and
local governments, with a cynical reliance
on the limitless abilities of private charities,
they have set about destroying our ability to
protect children and give them hope.

You know, they call the Republican wel-
fare reform bill the Personal Responsibility
Act. And I am all for people meeting their
responsibilities—to their children, to their
families, and to their communities. When
people don’t push their kids to finish school
or support their kids, or look hard to find
employment, I think emphasizing personal
responsibility makes a lot of sense.

But government has responsibilities, too,
particular to our poorest, and most vulner-
able, children. I have no admiration for po-
litical leaders, and make no concession to
political strategies, that abandon those re-
sponsibilities to America’s children.

These people aren’t just about taking away
the safety net. They want to fold up the tent
and put the whole show out of business.

I don’t know anyone who’s not committed
to making the bureaucracy more efficient
and the programs more cost-effective. We
made important changes in welfare policy, in
child care, in services to dysfunctional fami-
lies and children in crisis, and those policies
work, with a lot of hard effort from volun-
teers and professionals at all levels. And we
need to make more.

But you don’t cure nutritional problems by
cutting one fifth of the food stamp program
a program that feeds 14 million children—as
the House-passed welfare bill would do.

You don’t give kids a chance in the future
by denying children with Down Syndrome
and cerebral palsy financial assistance, as it
would do.

You don’t make the foster care system
more responsive by eliminating basic chil-
dren’s rights and turning the program over
to the states, half of which are under court
orders for failing to comply with the law.

So, at a time when should be learning from
our experiences and building stronger pro-
grams, people like Nancy Daly are trudging
to Capitol Hill and meeting with every Sen-
ator and aide she can find, as she did this
month, urging that they put aside partisan-
ship, ideology and fanaticism and think, as
she has been for twenty years, about the
children.

Nancy has a lot to teach the Congress.
She can teach them about the value of

comprehensive services, about the need for
legal advocates, about the contributions (and
the limitations) of what volunteerism can
do. She can demonstrate to them the need
for a responsive government and the neces-
sity of having someone in that bureaucracy
whose job to think about children first. She
can even show them how a liberal Democrat
and a powerful Republican can get along to-
gether.

I would have hope that, at this stage, we
wouldn’t be engaged in a national debate
about whether to kill programs or to keep
them, but rather about how to make them
more efficient for taxpayers and more effec-
tive for children. I believe quite frankly, it is
a waste of Nancy Daly and many of those in
this room to have to exert such effort and in-
fluence just to keep up where we are in
terms of a national commitment of excel-
lence to children. But I am enough of an his-
torian and a politician to know that some-

times you have to play defense and work and
wait for a better time to come. Unfortu-
nately, the children are waiting, too, and
millions of them do not have four or eight
years to spare while politicians and voters
figure out what they really want to do.

I see these obstacles as a challenge to
those of us who hold a public trust. I have
little pity or tolerance for those who bemoan
the loss of a majority, or a chairmanship, or
the other accoutrements of power. Other
have lost far more than we, and they will
continue to lose, to have their opportunities
shattered and their futures stunted, if we
wallow in self-absorbed anguish over an elec-
tion.

Nancy Daly serves as an inspiration be-
cause she understands that what matters are
the results. Beginning without a shred of po-
litical power, she has built monuments to
the hopes and the futures of children
throughout America, and I very much doubt
she has given an hour since last November to
questioning whether she should do anything
but redouble her efforts on behalf of the kids
who need her, and us, more now then ever.

Nancy, my warm congratulations to you
on receipt of the richly deserved Lifetime
Service Award. And since it is a ‘‘lifetime’’
award, I would note that you have several
additional years of service that we are all
looking forward to.

I am delighted to be able to participate in
this tribute to a wonderful woman tonight,
and honored that you have allowed me to
share this evening with all of you.
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VOICE OF DEMOCRACY WINNER—
JANICE BANKERT

HON. DAN BURTON
OF INDIANA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, May 2, 1995

Mr. BURTON of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to recognize the accomplishment of
Miss Janice Bankert, a high school junior in
my district who won the Veterans of Foreign
Wars ‘‘Voice of Democracy’’ State competition.
Miss Bankert has a lofty and noble vision for
American democracy. One that, I might add,
we should all strive to achieve—quoting Miss
Bankert, ‘‘the barriers that are to be con-
quered are but foothills to a mountain if we
are unified.’’ Indeed, if we ‘‘put away preju-
dices and stubbornness’’ we can restore belief
and faith in the ‘‘judgment of (the) govern-
ment’’ again.

I salute Miss Bankert and submit the text of
her script to be printed in the RECORD.

‘‘MY VISION FOR AMERICA’’

I have a vision for America that in my life-
time there will be a revolution of new
thoughts which will sweep over this nation
and produce in the heart of our society a
stronger desire for democracy than ever be-
fore. My vision is that the dreary attitudes
of leaving the decisions up to Washington
will dissipate into the inclination to rise and
to speak forth about the laws and principles
that shape this country into what it is, and
into what it will become. My vision is that
on the evening news, instead of an over-
whelmingly negative report about the go-
ings-on in the White House, there will be
loud acclamation and approval . . . because
the people will feel that they are being
heard. Instead of just voting, people will
write letters, gather petitions, and commu-
nicate with the politicians from their dis-
tricts and regions about what they need, and
what they would like to see happen in their

government. Ladies and gentlemen, my vi-
sion is that democracy will thrive in this na-
tion by once again being planted and nur-
tured by the citizens.

For my fantasy to become reality the peo-
ple for which this nation was first built must
build it again with their own hands. Like the
‘‘amber waves of grain’’ is the power and
greatness of this country. This nation is a
harvest that has already been planted, and
now needs cared for every moment, to be
gathered with thankfulness and satisfaction.
It is a fruit so fertile and awesome that it
will take the unity of a nation to reap
it . . . and enjoy its bounty. To do this,
every person must invest time and effort. We
all must work to change what is adverse to
our common goal, an America we can take
pride in, and like farmers in a field, weed out
our enemies: hate, discord, indifference, and
defacement of hope.

The task that faces us is not an impossible
one if we are unified. The barriers that are to
be conquered are but foothills to a mountain
if we are unified. Our victory is not invisible
if we are unified. Unified . . . each of us put-
ting away prejudices and stubbornness, ig-
noring petty issues, believing in the judg-
ment of our government, and having faith in
the banner that has long been the embodi-
ment of our allegiance to the democracy
that began over two-hundred years ago, and
continues today . . .

My vision for America is one that is com-
mon, but will only live if we, as citizens of
the United States of America, actively birth
it from our hearts, and allow it to suffocate
no longer.

My vision for America is for each individ-
ual to feel as part of a union and to proudly,
joyously say, ‘‘I pledge allegiance to the flag
of the United States of America, and to the
republic for which it stands, one nation
under God, indivisible, with liberty and jus-
tice for all.’’
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HONORING THE CESAR CHEVEZ
WRITING CONTEST AWARD WIN-
NERS OF THE EAST SIDE UNION
HIGH SCHOOL DISTRICT

HON. ZOE LOFGREN
OF CALIFORNIA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, May 2, 1995

Ms. LOFGREN. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to
recognize the remaining winners of the first
annual Cesar Chavez writing contest held by
the East Side Union High School district in
San Jose, CA. I had the great privilege of at-
tending the award ceremony honoring the stu-
dent winners on March 31, 1995, and would
like to continue sharing the essays and poems
written by the student award winners with my
colleagues.

On April 4, 1995, I began by sharing the es-
says and poems of the Grand Prize Winners
and three of the First Place Winners. On April
6, 1995, I shared the five remaining First Prize
entries, and the first three of eight Second
Place winning entries. Today, I will share the
remaining five essays and poems of the Sec-
ond Place Winners.

The Second Prize winning essays and
poems of Marie Aloy of Mount Pleasant High
School, Mark Papellero of W.C. Overfelt High
School, Raymond Ramirez of Piedmont Hills
High School, Ester Martinez Estrada of Santa
Teresa High School, and Anthonette Pena of
Silver Creek High School follow:
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